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change. By cutting this funding, we are in-
creasing our greenhouse gas emissions and 
only ensuring that we will need exponentially 
more disaster relief in the future. 

The United States needs high-speed rail—it 
is vital to the mobility of our people and to our 
economic competitiveness. Creating a nation- 
wide high-speed rail system would be a major 
economic catalyst that would create thousands 
of jobs, save billions in congestion reduction, 
curb our reliance on fossil fuels, reduce harm-
ful pollution, and literally, save lives. Recog-
nizing its enormous benefits, nations across 
the world are investing billions in high-speed 
rail and are creating systems that surpass ex-
isting U.S. rail service in speed, convenience, 
reliability, level of service, and comfort. 

My Democratic colleagues and I understand 
the importance of high-speed rail and are 
fighting for vital funding. President Obama 
also understands the importance of investing 
in passenger rail and has set the ambitious 
goal of providing 80 percent of Americans with 
convenient access to a passenger rail system 
within 25 years. To reach this goal, the Presi-
dent has proposed $53 billion over six years 
to fund the development of high-speed rail and 
other passenger rail programs as part of an in-
tegrated national strategy. I support the Presi-
dent’s goal, an important goal that will never 
come to fruition if the Majority continues to cut 
high-speed rail funding. 

Building a nationwide high-speed rail system 
is the 21st century equivalent of constructing 
the national interstate highway system, a 
project that has transformed the Nation. To 
create a nationwide rail system, the govern-
ment is going to need to dramatically increase 
its rail sector spending. The discrepancy in 
historical Federal investment between high-
ways, aviation, and intercity passenger rail is 
staggering. Between 1958 and 2008, we in-
vested nearly $1.3 trillion in our Nation’s high-
ways and over $473 billion in aviation. Federal 
investment in passenger rail pales in compari-
son: we invested only $53 billion in passenger 
rail from 1971 to 2008. 

The American people recognize the ab-
sence of high-speed rail in the American 
transportation sector and are clamoring for it. 
Not a day goes by that I am not asked by a 
constituent about the prospects of bringing 
high-speed rail to Memphis. And Memphis is 
now closer than ever to joining the high-speed 
rail network, since a study I fought to author-
ize that is examining the feasibility of con-
necting Memphis to the South Central Corridor 
is nearing completion. But this important rail 
line will only be built if the Majority recognizes 
the obvious value of high-speed rail and tran-
sitions from eliminating all funding for high- 
speed rail development to fighting for addi-
tional funding. 

Having suffered through historic floods in 
Memphis this spring, I understand as well as 
any other member of this body how critical 
one billion dollars in disaster relief is. But I im-
plore the Majority not to offset disaster relief 
with high-speed rail funding. We should not be 
forced to choose between leveraging our Na-
tion’s prosperity and paying for essential dis-
aster relief. 

VOTER SUPPRESSION 

HON. DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 14, 2011 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of our vibrant, 
participatory democracy and to speak out 
against voter suppression. I thank my friend 
and colleague from Ohio, Congresswoman 
MARCIA FUDGE, for organizing this Special 
Order to raise the warning flag on efforts now 
under way in many States to erode hard 
fought voter protections. 

In the past generation, public officials of 
both parties have sought to make it easier for 
Americans to participate in the political proc-
ess. With the expansion of Early Voting, ab-
sentee balloting, and Election Day Registra-
tion, the fundamental right to vote has become 
more accessible for millions of Americans—all 
while the integrity and administration of our 
electoral system has been improved. 

That progress and our American tradition of 
‘‘expanding the franchise’’ are now under at-
tack. In state houses across the country, legis-
latures have enacted unnecessary and politi-
cally-motivated restrictions on the right to vote. 

In my home State of Florida, Governor Rick 
Scott signed a law that imposes such high 
burdens on voter registration drives that the 
non-partisan League of Women Voters has 
been forced to end its registration efforts. The 
same law arbitrarily makes it more difficult for 
voters who moved, to change their addresses 
at the polls, a process that has proven effec-
tive in Florida for decades. 

As part of a disturbing national trend, the 
Florida law also cuts the required hours for 
Early Voting by nearly half, reducing the Early 
Vote period from 14 days down to just 8 days. 
I know firsthand the value of early voting for 
Florida’s large senior population, many of 
whom have difficulty in getting to the polls. 
Reducing the number of early voting days will 
have a major impact on their ability to partici-
pate in our democratic process. 

Even though Early Voting allows busy work-
ing voters more opportunities to reach the 
polls, legislatures in Ohio, Wisconsin, and 
Georgia have also passed significant cuts to 
their Early Voting time periods. 

An Early Vote reduction was also proposed 
in North Carolina, but—for now—has stalled 
because it would actually cost taxpayers more 
dollars to restrict Early Voting than to maintain 
the current system. 

Strict photo identification laws, in which vot-
ers would have to show a specific type of gov-
ernment-issued photo ID before casting a bal-
lot at the polls, were proposed in 36 States. 
Wisconsin, Texas, Kansas and other States 
passed these unnecessary laws even though 
11 percent of eligible American voters—ap-
proximately 23 million people nationwide—lack 
the photo ID these laws demand. Moreover, 
the Brennan Center for Justice has dem-
onstrated that the elderly, racial minorities, 
and young voters all disproportionately lack 
access to government-issued photo ID and will 
therefore face the highest burdens under 
newly enacted photo ID laws. 

In Maine, the governor signed a bill ending 
Election Day Registration even though 60,000 
Mainers registered to vote in 2008 alone. In 
New Hampshire, the legislature actually 

pushed a bill that would redefine ‘‘domicile’’ in 
order to prevent students from voting. 

Is this the kind of message to send to young 
people who want to participate in our democ-
racy? 

Restrictions on the right to vote burden all 
Americans, but they especially affect commu-
nities of color and other citizens who have his-
torically experienced discrimination at the bal-
lot box. 

The nonpartisan group Project Vote has 
found that African-Americans and Latinos are 
more likely than white voters to register 
through a voter registration drive, meaning 
that fewer minority Americans will have the 
chance to register and vote in Florida because 
of these biased actions. 

Despite these inequities, State legislatures 
around the country have never justified any ra-
tionale for these unnecessary changes except 
for the broadly debunked myth of voter fraud. 
These efforts to prevent eligible Americans 
from voting will do nothing to improve our 
electoral system, but they will reverse years of 
bipartisan progress in making the right to vote 
more accessible for every qualified citizen. 

In the face of this assault on the right to 
vote, I am heartened by the commitment of 
my colleagues and our partners in the civil 
rights community to preserve the right to vote, 
knock down unnecessary barriers to the fran-
chise, and continue to work for the inclusions 
of all eligible Americans in our political proc-
ess. 

f 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MIKE McINTYRE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 8, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2354) making ap-
propriations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for other pur-
poses: 

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Chair, I rise today in 
opposition of the Broun amendment to the fis-
cal year 2012 Energy and Water Appropria-
tions bill that would transfer $250,000 from the 
Southeast Crescent Regional Commission to 
the Budget Reduction Account. At a time of 
high unemployment and slow growth, the last 
thing Congress should be doing is killing en-
gines for job creation. 

Commissions similar to the Southeast Cres-
cent Regional are a proven tool to help bring 
vital economic development to some of the 
poorest and most underserved parts of the 
country. Even before the financial crisis, many 
regions in the Southeast Crescent were suf-
fering from job loss, generational problems of 
poverty and low economic development. Many 
of the counties in the Southeast Crescent, in-
cluding those in states like Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Florida suffer from a high rate 
of poverty, below average income, and chronic 
unemployment. Since the economic recession, 
these rates have only gotten worse. 

The Southeastern Crescent Regional Com-
mission is based on the successful models of 
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the Appalachian Regional Commission and 
the Delta Regional Authority. The Appalachian 
Regional Commission in its 50-year history 
has successfully reduced the number of coun-
ties suffering from chronic poverty from 295 to 
120—a reduction in high-poverty counties by 
almost 60 percent. 

The Southeastern Crescent Regional Com-
mission will help to leverage Federal, state, 
local and private investments to create jobs 
and eradicate unemployment. Therefore, I ve-
hemently oppose the Broun amendment. 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 8, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2354) making ap-
propriations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for other pur-
poses: 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to Title V of the Energy and Water Appro-
priations bill. 

Two months ago, Transportation Secretary 
Ray LaHood visited New York to announce 
that $450 million rejected by the State of Flor-
ida would be used for Amtrak high-speed rail-
way improvements in the State of New Jersey. 
To paraphrase a long time champion of Am-
trak, who currently serves as our nation’s Vice 
President, this was definitely a big deal. 

This needed funding is going to increase the 
speed and efficiency of Amtrak’s Northeast 
Corridor (NEC) in New Jersey. Specifically, 
funding has been designated to improve the 
railroad’s infrastructure between New Bruns-
wick and Trenton, allowing for train speeds to 
be increased from 130 miles per hour, to 160 
miles per hour, through improvements to NEC 
power system, signals, track, and catenaries. 
As anyone who has ridden on an Acela train 
during a hot day, or sat on a stagnant train 
during all too frequent power issues, knows 
that infrastructure improvements are very nec-
essary for this busy stretch of railroad. 

Residents throughout the northeast, includ-
ing thousands of New Jersey commuters 
riding New Jersey Transit, will be able to have 
a more efficient ride with most with a stronger, 
faster, and more consistent Northeast Cor-
ridor. 

New Jersey contractors, along with con-
struction and rail laborers, are looking forward 
to getting to work on this needed project. I 
know that the people of New Jersey thought 
that this announcement was a done deal. 

That is why I joined their surprise when I 
learned the Appropriations Committee had de-
cided to divert New Jersey’s needed re-
sources and redirect this funding for disaster 
relief for Mississippi and Missouri River flood 
events. 

I strongly support providing emergency dis-
aster relief. I have great respect for my neigh-
bor to the west, the Chairman of the Energy 
and Water Subcommittee. His intentions to 
help Americans who have been flooded out of 
homes and businesses are certainly laudable. 
We are both extremely sympathetic to flood 
relief as our adjoining districts have significant 
flooding problems that require federal assist-
ance to resolve. 

But it is short sighted to take away funding 
for high-speed rail for this purpose. As China 
zooms past us at 250 miles per hour, our na-
tion putters along with a transportation system 
that cannot keep up with growing population 
and demand. Coming off of another month 
with anemic job growth, we simply cannot af-
ford to pull funding that would create good 
paying planning and construction jobs thatNew 
Jersey sorely needs. 

I urge the Committee to find a new offset for 
this emergency funding. And at the same time, 
I urge the Department of Transportation to ob-
ligate their rail funds quickly, so that we can 
get past this charade and get this important 
high speed rail funding out to bid. 
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